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DETAILED ACTION 

Supplemental Action 

This action is supplemental to the action mailed 9/29/2009 in order to correct the 
rejection statement in paragraph 7 of said action. Specifically, claims 34-36 and 38-47 
were indicated as being rejected. Those claims were canceled by the amendment of 
8/27/2009. Applicant's period for response is restarted by the mailing of this action. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. There is no support for embodiment (ix) in 
the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 50, from which claim 53 depends, requires the film 
to comprise components (a) and (b). It is not clear whether compositions (i) through 
(ix) are added to components (a) and (b) or further limit components (a) and (b). 
Some embodiments, such as composition (ix) would not read on (a) and (b). 
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Furthermore, the specification would not contain support for compositions (i) through 
(ix) blended with components (a) and (b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 50-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
W099/62987 (Taniguchi) as evidenced by US 4,093,342. Herein US 6,541,123 is 
herein relied upon as an English language equivalent of said WO document. 

Taniguchi teaches a film comprising a propylene/ethylene random copolymer (col 
8, lines 1 1+-component C of the composition taught in Taniguchi) and a non-crystalline 
propylene block copolymers (col 3, lines 3+-component A of Taniguichi). Said blend 
reads on composition (vi) of claim 53. With respect to claim 57, the block copolymer 
(component A) may comprise 30-100wt% of the composition (col 5, lines 47+). Said 
teaching is herein understood to be sufficiently specific to read on the claimed range of 
claim 57. The random copolymer preferably comprises ethylene in amounts of less 
than 30wt% (col 8, lines 10+)-which is herein understood to be sufficiently specific to 
read on the ethylene content of claim 54. With regards to claims 55 and 56, the block 
copolymer comprises less than 10wt% ethylene (col 3, lines 31+). The degree of 
orientation may be 5-7 in the machine and traverse direction (col 1 1 , lines 6+) when 
blown or up to 5 times in each direction when drawn. 
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Taniguchi teaches the blown film has a storage modulus (E') of from 5.0x1 0 8 
dyn/cm 2 to 5.0x1 0 9 dyn/cm 2 and a loss tangent of from 0.2-0.8 (col 5, lines 58+; see 
also examples). Note, the loss tangent is the ratio of loss modulus to storage modulus. 
Taniguchi further teaches the blown film may be further oriented 1 .2 to 5 times in each 
direction (col 1 1 , lines 12+). Dynamic storage modulus is known to increase with 
orientation (see US 4,093,342-col 2, lines 62-64). Thus, the examiner takes the position 
that the oriented film of Taniguichi inherently meets the claimed dynamic storage and 
loss modulus since the film is compositionally and structurally identical to the claimed 
film. 

With regards to claim 53, the composition may further comprise a styrenic block 
copolymer (abstract). In said embodiment, the propylene block copolymer is 
understood to read on the claimed propylene component. Since component A 
comprises 30-100% of the composition, the styrenic block is understood to comprise 70- 
0% of the composition. 

With regard to claim 52, since component A comprises 30-100% of the 
composition, component C is understood to comprise 0-70wt5 of the composition-herein 
sufficiently specific to anticipate the claimed range of claim 51 . 

With regards to claims 58-60, the examiner takes notice that the storage modulus 
and loss modulus of a non-oriented or a balanced film is plane-isotropic (see US 
4,942,087). 

With regards to claims 62 and 63, said film is used for stretch packaging which 
the examiner understands to read on the claimed label and graphic art display 
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embodiments since such packaging is typically used as labels. Furthermore, the 
examiner takes the position that any article is inherently squeezable to some extent. 

The examiner notes the modulii are measured at a different frequency and 
temperature. But the examiner takes the position that the claimed modulii are inherent 
to the film of Taniguchi since the film is compositionally and structurally identical to the 
claimed film. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 27, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. Specifically, the claimed invention is 
now understood to be anticipated by the oriented embodiments of Taniguchi. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KEVIN R. KRUER whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1510. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Callie Shosho can be reached on 571-272-1 123. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kevin R Kruer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794 



